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Wissenschaftliches Handbuch der Einleitung in das Alte Testa- 
ment. Von Eduard Rupprecht, Pfarrer. Gutersloh : Ber- 
telsmann, 1898. Pp. xxiii + 548. M. 8. 

This is the first work of its kind that has appeared in a generation. 
It is an attempt, covering the entire canonical Old Testament, in a 
formal manner and in the name of correct critical science to overthrow 
the entire current Old Testament criticism, not only as represented by 
the extreme and radical school of Wellhausen, Kuenen, Stade, Cor- 
nill, and others, but also the mediating school, which accepts, on the 
whole, the literary substratum of the reconstruction scheme, but rejects 
this reconstruction itself, which school is probably best characterized 
by such names as Strack, Konig, Driver, Briggs, and others. The 
author purposes to revive the views of Havernick, Hengstenberg, and 
Keil, which practically denied the teachings and tenets of modern bib- 
lical criticism in toto, and endeavored scientifically to demonstrate the 
correctness of the Jewish traditional views with reference to the origin 
and literary history of the various books of the Old Testament canon. 
Indeed, Rupprecht even goes beyond these men, who were a power in 
their day, but are now ignored to a degree not deserved ; as, e. g., in the 
case of Koheleth he endeavors to demonstrate the Solomonic author- 
ship of this book, which these men had not attempted, but had expli- 
citly denied. Rupprecht is ex professo a critic himself, and claims to 
proceed throughout in conformity with the legitimate principles of 
literary criticism. He has even gone to the limit of indicating this in 
the very title of this book, which he calls a wissenschaftliche introduc- 
tion, and in §§ 7-9, pp. 39-52, he formally discusses the correct 
critical principles in a manner that a cautious student can readily 
approve. Especially noteworthy in this connection is his exposition 
of the principle and rights of tradition, in which he makes good capi- 
tal out of the proposition laid down by Harnack in his Chronologie, 
vindicating to tradition a credence not generally accorded to it by 
critics. It is more than doubtful, however, if Harnack would approve 
of the conclusions and practical applications made of this position by 
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Rupprecht here, and again in his Schlusswort, pp. 506-10, where he 
pronounces Harnack's proposition a "catastrophe" for all modern 
negative and mediating criticism, forgetting that by such an interpre- 
tation of Harnack's and Jiilicher's new departure they would be, in 
theory, condemning their own practices. This is not the only instance 
in which Rupprecht is not altogether fair. Probably it can scarcely 
be expected of him to be purely objective, as his former researches in 
this department have shown that he is a zealous advocate of this old 
view. In his three-volume series entitled Das Ratsel he has done some 
excellent work in showing that the position of modern criticism, not 
only as far as the positive reconstruction of a history of the religious 
development in Israel but also the literary substratum thereof is 
concerned, is not so firmly established as surface indications would 
lead one to believe. It is true that he has used chiefly the materials 
collected by Keil and others, and by Green and some other modern 
conservatives, but he has the merit of having adapted these to modern 
wants. But throughout these three volumes the zeal of the advocate 
is not always equaled by the accuracy of the scholar, although some 
hard blows are struck, and Zockler, of Greifswald, one of the most 
impartial and objective scholars alive, declared in the Beweis des Glau- 
bens that, while he could not share Rupprecht's methods or conclu- 
sions, he considered the Ratsel series of sufficient scientific value to 
make the consideration of its views a matter of necessity for modern 
Old Testament criticism. 

The new work of Rupprecht, as a work of scholarship, is evidently 
not the equal of its predecessors. Indeed, even those readers who are 
naturally inclined to welcome a conservative reaction along the whole 
line of Old Testament research cannot fail to be disappointed to a 
greater or less degree by the workmanship of this introduction. Quan- 
titatively already it does not cover the subject. The whole considera- 
tion of the Pentateuch takes up only a little more than one hundred 
pages, but for many things here needed the author could refer to his 
other works. This, however, was not possible elsewhere, as, e. g., with 
reference to Isaiah, where only about a dozen pages are devoted to a 
defense of this prince of prophets, including the proof that chaps. 
40-66 were also penned by Isaiah himself. Hosea and Amos, so 
important for the whole Old Testament criticism of the day, receive 
each only two pages, and Ezekiel's relation to the Pentateuch only 
about the same amount of space. Qualitatively the work is also not up 
to the standard. If the author has any better acquaintance with the 
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Hebrew than the average seminary graduate, he fails to make use of 
his knowledge. Indeed, this lack of accurate and full scholarship is 
painfully apparent at times. And even there where he has good argu- 
ments against the current criticism, he fails to utilize them as he could 
and should. He is very sharp in his condemnation of the methods 
and manners in which the purely philological argument is applied in 
the analysis and dating of certain books or parts of books, and here 
there certainly is one of the Achilles heels of this criticism. Yet Rup- 
precht can make only a negative use of this line of argumentation, as 
he can also of the other, kindred argument of the spread of the Ara- 
maic among the Israelites. Both quantitatively and qualitatively his 
work is deficient, because there are so many problems in connection 
with Old Testament literature and its history which he does not meet 
at all from his standpoint. Leaving out of consideration altogether 
the bitter and, at times, almost abusive tone of the work, which makes 
considerable use of declamation, and reads, at times, rather like a 
polemical pamphlet than an objective discussion, it is very much 
to be feared that Rupprecht will convince only those who are already 
convinced. It is not to be denied that the book contains some 
strong parts, and its perusal would be healthy reading, especially for 
younger adherents of the more advanced criticism, who have probably 
never read the arguments of such thorough and scholarly conserva- 
tives as Keil and Hengstenberg ; yet modern conservative biblical 
scholarship deserves, and is capable of, a better defense than Rupprecht 
has been able to accord it. Compared with the new, masterly conser- 
vative discussion of the New Testament by Zahn, of Erlangen, it is 
an unsatisfactory production. If, however, it reopens a discussion of 
the entire department ab ovo — something that is needed badly, as 
was the case when the Baur New Testament scheme was seemingly 
omnipotent in German theological thought and men like Ritschl began 
the work of its demolition — then it has served a good end. Even as 
it is, it will at least serve notice that, for the church at large, these prob- 
lems and perplexities are not yet all definitely and finally settled. 

The book contains also a brief history of the Old Testament canon 
(pp. 470-81) and of the Old Testament codex (pp. 482-505); also a 
conclusion and a literary appendix by Dr. Zahn, of Stuttgart, together 
with an index of authors and of subjects. 

George H. Schodde. 

Columbus, O. 



